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view to legislative action on the subject being taken
by the Government of India, if it is thought desirable
to continue the privilege.

As regards the Criminal Courts there can be no
serious question. Unless for the exceptional purpose
of protecting the tenure of supreme power, there is
no advantage in the immunity of any individual
from criminal law which can counterbalance its
obvious evils. As regards the Civil Courts, the case
is different. Here also the great principle that all
who are in the position of subjects should, both in
the interest of the community and in their own,
be equal before the law, is one which there must be
strong grounds for setting aside. I think, however,
that in the present instance, such grounds may be
shown to exist. Considered in reference both to
justice and to expediency, there is much to be said
both for and against the whole course of the British
Government in its treatment of the Nabob of the
Carnatic and his descendants; and one objection to
it is, that while placing the head of the Carnatic
family in the position of a subject, privileges were
given to him which, as a general rule, no subject
ought to enjoy. But there is now no question of
altering that policy; it must be accepted as a fact.
And I apprehend that one principal object of that
policy was to maintain the representative of the
Carnatic family, so long as it should be represented,
in a position of dignity and independence. Although,
therefore, this question was left in 1858 for "future
decision," it appears to me that it cannot consistently,